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of the judges was something far loftier than that of advisers of
the House of Lords. The judges, therefore, by Coke's mouth
requested that they might not be required to give an opinion,
on the ground that they were expected in judicial course to
speak and judge between the King's majesty and his people,
and likewise between His Highness's subjects, and in no case
to be disputants on any side.1 Coke probably had a vision of the
twelve judges being called on in some way to review the judg-
ment of the Court of Exchequer and to decide magisterially
between the King on the one side and the House of Commons
on the other. If so, his ambition was not gratified. The
Lords, either fearing that Coke intended to throw the weight of
his authority against the King, or not liking to undertake the
burden of resisting the Commons, if they were themselves un-
fortified by the support of the judges, answered on May 24, with
a refusal, at least for the present, to meet the Lower House in
conference.2

If as yet the Lords were unwilling to occupy the ground
which the Commons had assigned them, as leaders in a consti-
The division tutional resistance to the Crown, an examination of
in the Lords. fae division must have been reassuring to all who
did not despair of some day seeing the two Houses on the same
side. Of the sixty-nine peers who recorded their opinions, at
least thirty 3 voted in the minority. Of the majority, sixteen
were bishops, Matthew, Archbishop of York, being the only one
who voted for conferring with the Lower House. Amongst the
twenty-three lay peers who voted with the majority were the two
Scotchmen, Somerset and Lennox, the latter of whom had re-
cently been raised to the English earldom of Richmond. There
were nine Privy Councillors present; so that it appears that if, as
ts probable, they all voted against the conference, it was impos-

1  L. y. ii. 706.

2  C.  J, ii.   707, 708;   Cott.  MSS.   Tit. F. iv.   257.     Petyt's Jus
Parliamentarium) 340.

3  Cha.mberlam gives the numbers as thirty-nine and thirty.    Accord-
ing to the Journals, there were seventy-one present.    Perhaps, if Cham-
berlain is right, two went out without voting.     The difference of two
votes is not of much importance.